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																																																								1	As published in The Global New Light of Myanmar on July 30, 2018. The New Light of Myanmar is a 
government-owned newspaper published by the Myanmar Ministry of Information. Figures are provided by the 

























  This	construction	of	history	is	noteworthy	in	that	it	situates	Karen	heritage	in	the	territorial	space	of	Burma	while	also	constructing	the	Karen	Nation	as	an	“imagined	community”	(Anderson,	1983).	It	also	encapsulates	two	distinct	theoretical	binaries	core	to	anthropological	inquiry:	that	of	belonging	and	identity	as	well	as	territoriality	and	liminality.	These	are	themes	that	emerge	frequently	in	relation	to	repatriation	and	thus	the	above	history	provides	an	apt	starting	point	in	which	to	understand	the	modern	history	of	the	Karen.			 In	contrast	to	sparse	accounts	of	the	origins	of	Karen	migration	in	Southeast	Asia,	the	modern	history	of	the	Karen	has	been	relatively	well	documented.	During	the	colonial	era	of	British	rule	from	1824-1948,	the	Karen	developed	a	loyalist	relationship	with	the	British	regime.	As	Kim	Jolliffe	notes,	“the	colonial	state	removed	all	traditional	power	structures	and	established	a	rationalized	system	of	government,	which	favored	the	Karen	for	many	military	and	administrative	posts.	Meanwhile,	the	Bamar	were	deeply	
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marginalized,	and	sometimes	subject	to	violent	repression	by	Karen	forces”	(2016:9).	During	this	period,	in	exchange	for	favored	treatment	and	increased	economic	and	social	mobility,	the	Karen	assisted	the	British	armies	in	the	Anglo-Burmese	wars2.	During	WWII,	the	Karen	fought	alongside	the	British	against	Japanese	forces	as	the	British	had	promised	to	help	form	an	independent	Karen	state	in	return.	However,	this	promise	never	materialized	and	after	the	Japanese	defeated	the	British	in	1942,	“the	Japanese	and	the	puppet	regime	they	installed	fostered	reprisals	against	the	Karen”	(Keyes,	2003:213).	The	Karen	were	largely	viewed	as	collaborators	for	their	alignment	with	the	British	and	were	essentially	ostracized	as	a	result	(see	Guyot	1976,	1978).			 In	the	aftermath	of	World	War	II,	the	British	abandoned	Karen	nationalist	interests	as	the	Bamar	(or	Burman)	majority	began	to	work	toward	total	independence	from	Britain.	In	February	of	1947,	leaders	from	the	transitional	Burmese	government	and	representatives	from	three	minority	groups	in	Burma,	namely	the	Chin,	Shan,	and	Kachin,	signed	the	Panglong	Agreement,	effectively	creating	the	Union	of	Burma	which	became	the	first	post-colonial	government	in	1948	(Walton,	2008).	Notably	missing	from	this	agreement	were	signatories	from	other	ethnic	groups,	most	prominently	that	of	the	Karen	and	Rohingya.	In	1947,	a	group	of	Karen	politicians,	lawyers,	civil	servants,	and	other	educated	Karen	nationalists	formed	the	Karen	National	Union	(KNU)	in	an	effort	to	advocate	for	greater	autonomy	for	the	Karen	people	in	the	context	of	Burma’s	new	independence	(Jolliffe,	2016).	While	the	initial	aim	of	the	KNU	was	to	obtain	independence	for	the	Karen	people,	in	subsequent	years	they	have	instead	begun	to	advocate	for	a	federal	
																																																								2	There have been three Burmese Wars or Anglo-Burmese Wars: First Anglo-Burmese War (1824); Second Anglo-
Burmese War (1852); Third Anglo-Burmese War (1885). For an exceptional history, see George Bruce (1973) The 

















1.4	Overview	of	Theoretical	Orientations	and	Contributions		 While	anthropologists	have	long	studied	the	causes	and	consequences	of	war	as	a	component	of	cultural	life,	there	is	a	new	necessity	for	anthropologists	to	engage	in	research	that	addresses	current	global	crises	and	the	protracted	refugee	situations	that	follow.	In	the	early	1980’s	as	the	field	of	Refugee	Studies	began	to	emerge,	anthropologists	were	collating	research	surrounding	forced	migrants	in	the	hopes	that	such	research	could	“affect	policy	and	make	uprooting	and	readjustment	less	traumatic”	(Hansen	and	Oliver-Smith	1982;	Cernea	1985;	Cernea	and	Guggenheim	1993;	Morgan	and	Colson	1987	as	cited	in	Colson,	2003:12).	As	ongoing	civil	wars	and	intense	conflicts	continued	to	expand	across	borders	and	cultures,	the	resulting	mass	displacement	of	people	has	become	a	defining	moment	in	our	shared	cultural	experience.	As	reported	by	UNHCR	in	2018,	there	are	now	more	than	68.5	million	people	worldwide	who	are	either	refugees	or	internally	displaced	persons,	over	half	of	whom	are	children.			 In	addition	to	the	policy	goals	echoed	in	the	early	work	of	anthropologists	in	forced	migration,	anthropology	is	also	particularly	well	suited	to	address	the	refugee	experience	by	situating	displacement	within	theories	of	time,	(im)mobility	and	migration.	In	this	way,	research	has	sought	to	understand	how	refugees	determine	migration	corridors,	navigate	life	in	refugee	camps,	manage	host	country	integration	and	negotiate	solutions	such	as	third	country	resettlement	and	repatriation.	While	these	processes	are	often	deeply	complex	and	nuanced,	we	can	draw	on	past	examples	to	help	understand	the	current	challenges	refugee	face	in	return.		 My	research	is	situated	between	the	expansive	bodies	of	literature	comprising	refugee	studies	and	the	anthropology	of	time.	More	specifically,	I	have	drawn	on	literature	
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Table	1	-Timeline	of	Repatriation	Activity	Date(s)	 Timeline	of	Repatriation	Activity	2012	-	2013	 Steady	decrease	in	funding,	strict	enforcement	of	camp	regulations	restricting	day	labor	work	in	Thailand,	ad	hoc	headcounts	and	military-led	verifications	fuel	rumors	of	repatriation		July	2014	 Thai	Government	&	UNHCR	conduct	headcount	in	Mae	La	Camp		March	2015	–	August	2015	 UNHCR	releases	two	documents	titled	“Strategic	Roadmap	for	Voluntary	Repatriation”	&	“Operations	Plan	for	Voluntary	











demonstration	downtown	that	concerned	the	growing	anti-Rohingya	and	anti-Muslim	sentiment	in	the	country.	Myanmar	nationals	and	monks	carried	signs	that	read,	“Bengalis,	go	back	to	Bangladesh	where	they	belong”	and	“The	BBC	are	doing	a	mistake,	they	don’t	know	what	is	really	happening	here.”	The	signs	seemed	to	cement	the	national	opinion	that	the	minority	Muslim	Rohingya,	largely	concentrated	on	the	western	coast’s	Rakhine	State,	were	not	perceived	as	legitimate	citizens	of	Myanmar,	and	should	thus	be	deported	and	removed	from	their	land	immediately.	I	encountered	the	anti-Rohingya	sentiment	multiple	times	over	the	following	six	weeks	in	Yangon,	which	served	as	a	window	to	observe	how	negative	public	sentiment	towards	minority	groups	played	out	in	Myanmar.	These	observations	were	useful	in	a	comparative	context	of	the	Karen’s	prior	marginalization	in	Burmese	society,	and	I	often	noted	how	easily	propaganda	made	its	way	into	casual	conversation.			 Overall,	the	goals	of	this	first	phase	of	my	pilot	research	undertaken	inside	Yangon	were	not	only	to	get	a	feeling	for	life	inside	Myanmar,	but	also	to	improve	my	language	skills	via	immersion	and	intensive	study.	I	also	was	attempting	to	answer	the	following	questions:		1. How	have	Karen	refugees	who	have	returned	to	Yangon	adjusted	to	repatriation?			 2. How	do	current	citizens	living	within	Myanmar	(Yangon)	feel	about	Karen	refugees	returning	to	the	country?	Is	the	current	climate	in	Yangon	a	hostile	environment	or	a	welcoming	one?		I	went	about	this	in	two	ways.	First,	I	cannot	overstate	just	how	valuable	participant	observation	was	at	this	stage.	Trips	through	the	multitudes	of	markets,	my	Burmese	language	classes,	and	observations	of	political	demonstrations	all	provided	insights	into	the	effects	of	globalization	and	the	arrival	of	the	international	media.	Additionally,	I	was	able	to	
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start	gauging	public	perceptions	of	religion,	violence,	freedom	and	nationalism	as	well	as	getting	a	window	into	the	social	hierarchies	and	gender	relations	that	guide	everyday	life.	I	was	also	incredibly	lucky	to	be	in	Yangon	during	the	third	edition	of	the	Human	Rights	Human	Dignity	International	Film	Festival,	which	brought	65	films	to	Yangon,	both	of	national	and	international	origin.	Incredibly,	all	films	included	either	English	or	Burmese	subtitles	depending	on	the	language	used,	which	served	to	make	the	films	created	in	Myanmar	rich	sources	of	local	information.	In	particular,	films	that	dealt	with	national	identity,	internal	displacement	of	minority	groups	due	to	international	development,	women’s	and	LGBT	rights,	as	well	as	rights	for	factory	workers	and	those	historically	marginalized,	especially	stood	out	amongst	the	others.			 However,	to	more	specifically	address	the	questions	posed	above,	I	turned	to	a	strategy	of	semi-structured	interviews	with	local	residents	of	Yangon	(n=8),	foreign	nationals	living	in	Yangon	for	more	than	1	year	(n=3)	and	recently	returned	Karen	refugees6	in	the	region	(n=2).	It	was	through	these	initial	interviews	that	a	larger	story	of	resistance	to	repatriation	began	to	develop,	from	both	the	host	country	community	and	the	refugees	themselves.	Throughout	interviews	with	locals	in	Yangon,	all	from	the	majority	Burman	group,	there	were	open	hostilities	voiced	concerning	the	Rohingya	ethnic	minority,	and	sentiments	that	ranged	from	indifference	to	dismissiveness	concerning	the	approximately	90,000	Karen	living	as	refugees	on	the	Thai	border.	Many	locals	noted	that	they	did	not	know	what	the	word	“refugee”	meant,	or	insisted	that	the	issue	with	the	Karen	was	resolved	long	ago.	Also	telling	was	the	sheer	shortage	of	any	returned	Karen	in	the	
																																																								6	The individuals interviewed in 2015 were not officially repatriated by UNHCR or the governments of Thailand 
and Myanmar. Rather, they spontaneously returned on their own accord and were attempting to live in the outskirts 


















	 The	camp	was	originally	established	following	the	fall	of	a	Karen	National	Union	(KNU)	base	near	the	Thai	village	of	Mae	La	on	the	border	in	1984.	In	January	1995,	numerous	camps	were	attacked	in	cross-border	raids	and	the	Thai	authorities	began	to	consolidate	camps	along	the	border	to	improve	security	and	reduce	the	risk	of	shelling.	Mae	La	was	designated	as	the	main	consolidation	camp	in	the	area	and	thus	in	April	of	1995,	Mae	La	increased	in	size	from	6,969	to	13,195	due	to	the	closure	of	five	camps	to	the	north:	Mae	Ta	Waw,	Mae	Salit,	Mae	Plu	So,	Kler	Kho	and	Ka	Mawlay	Kho	and	the	move	of	Huay	Heng	later	in	October	of	the	same	year	(TBC,	2014).	Over	the	next	3	years,	the	camp	nearly	tripled	in	size	as	refugees	continued	to	stream	across	the	border	and	additional	camp	closures	continued	including	both	Huai	Bone	and	Shoklo	camps.	Today	approximately	85%	of	the	refugees	in	Mae	La	are	ethnic	Karen	(TBC,	2018),	most	having	fled	due	to	the	constant	fighting	between	the	Myanmar	military	and	the	Karen	National	Union’s	(KNU)	armed	wing,	the	Karen	National	Liberation	Army	(KNLA).		 Due	to	its	size,	age	and	visibility,	Mae	La	has	become	both	a	place	to	access	healthcare	and	education	for	refugees.	The	camp’s	medical	clinic	at	Mae	La	is	run	by	the	international	NGO	Première	Urgence-Aide	Médicale	Internationale	(PU-AMI),	which	trains	health	workers	and	provides	healthcare	to	the	refugees.	Additionally,	there	are	several	schools	in	Mae	La	providing	children	within	the	camp	access	to	primary	and	secondary	education.	The	schools	are	also	attended	by	a	few	thousand	students	living	inside	Myanmar,	who	do	not	have	access	to	educational	facilities	within	their	villages.	These	students	are	thus	registered	as	temporary	inhabitants	of	the	camp.			 Over	the	past	two	decades,	researchers	from	varying	academic	and	practical	disciplines	have	conducted	a	limited	number	of	research	projects	in	the	camp.	Researchers	
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have	addressed	areas	such	as	alcohol	abuse	and	partner	violence	(Ezard,	2009),	experiences	of	LGBT	individuals	within	the	camp	(Forced	Migration	Review,	Iss.	42,	2013),	dietary	assessments	(Banjong	&	Menefee,	2003),	HIV	prevalence	(Plewes	&	Lee,	2008),	community-based	camp	management	(Thompson,	2008)	and	human	rights	abuses	and	the	protection	of	children	(Chia,	2012).	However,	there	is	a	dearth	of	academic	research	concerning	the	lived	experiences	of	the	refugees	on	the	border,	especially	in	regards	to	living	within	states	of	limbo,	waiting	and	biding	time.	Additionally,	how	these	experiences	affected	their	acceptance	(or	non	acceptance)	of	voluntary	repatriation	programs	remained	to	be	seen.	As	Mae	La	refugee	camp	is	both	the	oldest	and	most	prominent	camp	along	the	border,	it	served	as	the	most	relevant	site	to	carry	out	this	research	project.	






















Gender	 Age	 Religion	 Note	 Length	of	time	in	camp	M	 35	 Christian	 Camp	Leader	 20	M	 50	 Christian	 Camp	Leader	 27	M	 40	 Christian	 Camp	Leader	 19	NA	 NA	 NA	 NGO	Group	Interview	 NA	F	 24	 Christian	 NGO	Staff	Member	 22	M	 33	 Christian	 NGO	Staff	Member	 NA	F	 38	 NA	 NGO	Staff	Member	 NA	M	 46	 NA	 NGO	Staff	Member	 NA	M	 51	 Buddhist/Animist	 Refugee	 17	M	 78	 Christian	 Refugee	 32	F	 52	 Buddhist/Animist	 Refugee	 11	M	 31	 Christian	 Refugee	 8	F	 42	 Christian	 Refugee	 9	M	 38	 Christian	 Refugee	 11	M	 31	 Christian	 Refugee	 8	M	 43	 Christian	 Refugee	 12	M	 28	 Buddhist	 Refugee/Monk	 10	M	 52	 Christian	 Refugee	 8	F	 27	 Christian	 Refugee	 10	F	 47	 Christian	 Refugee	 10	F	 72	 Buddhist/Animist	 Refugee	 15	F	 44	 Christian	 Refugee	 10	F	 48	 Christian	 Refugee	 9	M	 21	 Christian	 Refugee	 21	M	 20	 Christian	 Refugee	 20	F	 50	 Buddhist	 Refugee	 26	F	 39	 Christian	 Refugee	 27	M	 24	 Christian	 Refugee	 24	M	 39	 Buddhist	 Refugee	 17	M	 31	 Christian	 Refugee	 8	F	 28	 Christian	 Refugee	 25	F	 18	 Christian	 Refugee	 18	F	 27	 NA	 Refugee	 24	M	 56	 Buddhist/Animist	 Refugee	 19	M	 42	 Christian	 Refugee	 9	M	 36	 Buddhist	 Refugee	 12	F	 39	 Buddhist	 Refugee	 14	M	 18	 Christian	 Refugee	 18	F	 36	 Christian	 Refugee	 20	M	 59	 Buddhist	 Refugee	 17	
Summary	Totals	and	Averages	for	all	Interviews	(2017)	M	=	23	 Avg		Age	=	39	years	old	 Christian	=	26	 Camp	Leader	=	3	 Avg	Time	in	Camp	=	16	years	F	=	16	 Buddhist	=	6	 NGO	Staff	=	4	NA	=	1	 Buddhist/Animist	=	4	 NGO	Group	=	1			 NA	=	4	 Refugee	=	31			 		 Refugee/Monk	=	1	























































































































transition	from	that	of	Cambodia,	given	their	similar	low	levels	of	development,	Chinese	economic	influence	and	ongoing	human	rights	violations.			 Prior	to	the	Myanmar	elections	of	2015,	most	analysts	drew	strong	comparisons	between	the	Cambodian	People’s	Party	(CPP)	and	Myanmar’s	Union	Solidarity	and	Development	Party	(USDP),	which	as	a	result	of	rigged	elections	in	2010,	was	the	dominant	party	in	both	chambers	of	Myanmar’s	national	parliament	and	all	but	one	of	the	regional	assemblies.	The	USDP	had	strong	military	support,	given	its	large	ex-military	membership	and	thus	was	able	to	combine	political,	state	and	business	power	to	harness	its	control	of	the	economic	interests	in	the	country.	Like	the	CPP,	the	USDP	secured	voters	in	rural	areas	through	promises	of	local	development	projects.			 However,	in	2012	as	part	of	the	ongoing	reforms	in	Myanmar,	by-elections	were	held	to	fill	48	vacant	parliamentary	seats.	As	a	result,	Aung	San	Suu	Kyi’s	recently	re-registered	party,	The	National	League	for	Democracy	(NLD),	won	43	of	the	44	seats	they	contested	which	ultimately	began	the	process	of	easing	Western	sanctions	on	Myanmar.	As	noted	by	former	Secretary	of	State	Hillary	Clinton	in	2012:		“The	results	of	the	April	1st	parliamentary	by-elections	represents	a	dramatic	demonstration	of	popular	will	that	brings	a	new	generation	of	reformers	into	government.	This	is	an	important	step	in	the	country’s	transformation,	which	in	recent	months	has	seen	the	unprecedented	release	of	political	prisoners,	new	legislation	broadening	the	rights	of	political	and	civic	association,	and	fledgling	process	in	internal	dialogue	between	the	government	and	ethnic	minority	groups.”					 Following	the	by-elections,	the	focus	on	sustainable	economic	reforms	in	Myanmar	took	center	stage	in	the	government’s	Framework	for	Economic	and	Social	Reform	(FESR)	that	was	presented	to	the	international	donor	community	in	early	2013.	The	framework	
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(1)	Integration	into	the	country	of	first	asylum:		 The	first	durable	solution	proposed	by	UNHCR	is	local	integration	into	the	host	country	where	a	refugee	first	sought	asylum.	As	refugee	situations	become	more	protracted	and	camps	linger	for	decades	across	international	borders,	this	option	often	becomes	increasingly	desirable.	Displaced	groups	naturally	become	more	emplaced	in	their	geographic	location	with	the	passage	of	time,	often	getting	married,	giving	birth	to	children	and	raising	families	on	foreign	soil.	In	the	anthropological	literature,	Feld	and	Basso	(1996)	have	defined	emplacement	as	‘the	way	in	which	people	encounter	places,	and	invest	them	with	significance’	while	Jacka	(2005)	notes	emplacement	as	‘a	process	in	which	people	re-																																																								19	For a more comprehensive discussion of durable solutions see (1) Chimni, B. S., 2004  (2) Crisp, Jeff, 2004. (3) 

























































1.KSNG’s	Position	on	Pre-departure	Refugees	1.1	 Refugee	Education	should	be	recognized	by	the	government	and	refugee	students	should	have	the	right	to	continue	their	higher	education.	1.2	 Refugee	Students	should	have	the	right	to	continue	their	further	studies	outside	the	camps	in	Thai	universities	as	well	as	in	Asia	and	all	over	the	world.	1.3	 Karen	students	and	youth	should	have	their	right	to	freedom	of	forming	organizations,	freedom	of	expression	and	freedom	to	act	independently	for	community	development	while	in	the	refugee	camp.	1.4	 Karen	student	and	youth	should	have	the	freedom	to	travel	without	restriction	in	order	to	build	relationships	with	students	learning	outside	the	refugee	camps	including	inside	the	country.	1.5	 Karen	student	and	youth	should	have	the	right	to	participate	in	political	reform	processes	and	should	be	empowered	to	get	actively	involved	in	peace	building	processes.	1.6	 Organization	providing	services	in	the	refugee	camps	should	continue	supporting	the	refugees	until	they	can	return	home.	1.7	 Organizations	providing	services	in	the	refugee	camps	should	support	Karen	students	and	youth	to	lead	communities	in	a	democratic	way	with	ethnic’s	equality	and	help	prepare	them	to	build	federal	democracy	in	Burma.	1.8	 Refugees	should	return	only	after	war	stops	in	the	whole	country	and	all	the	ethnic	armed	groups	have	signed	the	countrywide	Ceasefire	Agreement.	1.9	 All	the	Burmese	military	camps	should	be	relocated	not	close	to	the	villages	and	localities	and	landmines	must	have	been	clear.	
2.	KSNG’s	Position	on	Post-departure	and	Reintegration	of	Refugees	2.1	 Adequate	land	should	be	provided	by	the	government	for	internally	displaced	person	(IDPs)	and	refugees	who	have	lost	their	land	in	line	with	the	UN’s	Pinheiro	Principles	and	with	full	guarantee	for	livelihood	activities.	2.2	 Return	should	take	place	only	after	political	dialogue	is	successful	in	forming	a	federal	democracy.	2.3	 The	curricula	of	Karen	Education	Department	(KED)	should	be	recognized	and	supported	by	the	government.	2.4	 Karen	national	flag	should	be	allowed	to	be	raised	in	front	of	Karen	national	schools	without	any	hindrance.	2.5	 Karen	students	should	have	the	right	to	learn	Karen	curriculum	which	includes	Karen	history,	culture	and	tradition	and	Karen	language	produced	by	the	KED.	2.6	 Karen	students	and	youth	should	be	provided	with	national	identification	cards	identifying	them	as	citizens	with	equality	and	without	any	discrimination.	2.7	 Humanitarian	assistance	provided	by	supporting	organization	should	be	provided	for	the	returning	refugees	until	they	can	be	self-reliant.	2.8	 Karen	youth	should	be	provided	with	job	opportunities	for	their	livelihood	and	be	free	from	any	form	of	slavery.	2.9	 Karen	students	and	youth	organizations	should	have	the	right	to	freedom	of	formation	of	organizations,	expressing	opinion	and	freedom	to	act	independently	in	community	development.	2.10	 Karen	students	and	youth	organizations	should	have	the	right	to	build	network	with	other	ethnic	groups	in	Burma	and	all	over	the	world.			
Table	4:	KSNG	Position	Paper	on	Refugee	Return	to	Burma	(Source:	Karen	Student	Network	Group,	June	2017)	
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CONCLUSIONS: Protracted Sanctuary  
 
 
7.1 Introduction  

























Comparison of Temporary Protected Status (TPS) vs. Protracted Sanctuary Status (PSS) 
Category   TPS   PSS 
Eligibility:   
For migrants already in the U.S. 
originating from a country (1) 
experiencing ongoing armed conflict that 
poses a serious threat to personal safety; 
(2) temporarily cannot handle the return 
of nationals due to an environmental 
disaster; or (3) extraordinary and 
temporary conditions in a foreign state 
that prevent migrants from safely 
returning. 
  
For forced migrants residing in Thailand for 
a protracted period of time (5 years or 
longer) originating from a country (1) 
experiencing ongoing armed conflict that 
poses a serious threat to personal security 
and safety; (2) cannot handle the return of 
nationals due to an environmental disaster; or 
(3) extraordinary conditions in a foreign state 
that prevent migrants from safely returning 
  
Allowed 
Length of Stay:   
The Secretary of DHS can designate a 
country for TPS for periods of 6 to 18 
months and can extend these periods if the 
country continues to meet the conditions 
for designation 
  
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom 
of Thailand will grant a period of stay for 5 
years, after which the resident will need to 
reapply for PSS, request a transfer of status 
to regularized migrant worker (RMW) or 
apply for Permanent Resident Status (PRS) 
  
Required 
Documentation   
An application to the USCIS must include 
supporting documentation as evidence of 
eligibility (e.g., a passport issued by the 
designated country and records showing 
continuous physical presence in the 
United States since  
the date established in the TPS 
designation) 
  
PSS applications must include either (1) 
identity documents from the country of 
origin; (2) UNHCR identity card; OR (3) 
identification issued by the Thai PAB. 
Additionally, applicant must provide 
evidence of continuous physical presence in 
Thailand (e.g. ration receipts from refugee 




Authorization?   Yes   Yes 
  
Travel 
Restrictions:   
May travel abroad with the prior consent 
of the DHS Secretary   
Must have permission from the Governor of 
the province you currently reside in to travel 
abroad. Restrictions may be implemented on 
amount of time allowed outside of Thailand 
  
Public 
Assistance?   
May be deemed ineligible for public 
assistance by a state   
Required to pay 2,200 Thai baht (THB) each 
year to obtain health insurance. Disability 
assistance will be available. 
 
May apply for free Thai Language Classes or 
Job Readiness Training if available 
  
Path to 
Citizenship?   
Does not provide a path to lawful 
permanent residence or citizenship, but a 
TPS recipient is not barred from adjusting 
to nonimmigrant or immigrant status if he 
or she meets the requirements 
  
An individual granted PSS status may apply 
for Permanent Resident Status after 5 years, 
and may apply for citizenship after 3 years as 
a Permanent Resident 
Prepared by C. Perkins, Jan. 2019 
Table	5:	Protected	Status	(TPS)	vs.	Protracted	Sanctuary	Status	(PSS).	(Source:	Carrie	Perkins,	2019)	
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7.4	Final	Remarks	and	Recommendations	for	Future	Research			 In	the	year	following	the	completion	of	fieldwork,	there	have	been	some	notable	developments	along	the	border.	Unfortunately,	most	prominent	among	these	developments	is	the	resurgence	of	fighting	in	the	ethnic	regions	of	Myanmar.	Starting	in	January	of	2018	there	were	several	reported	clashes	between	the	Tatmadaw	and	ethnic	armed	groups	occurring	in	Shan,	Karen	and	Kachin	states.	A	report	from	the	Institute	of	Peace	and	Conflict	Studies	stated	that:	“Overall,	there	were	17	broad	instances	and	at	least	60	micro	incidents	of	violence	between	January-May	2018,	and	only	eight	visible	instances	of	dialogue	(albeit	without	settlement)	between	core	negotiating	parties.	The	pattern—some	emergent	and	others	a	continuation	of	the	past—reflect	the	complex	escalation	dynamics	in	Myanmar’s	protracted	civil	war.”	(Choudhury	2018:1)		Further,	in	March	of	2018,	violence	erupted	in	Karen	State's	Hpapun	district,	ultimately	leading	to	the	killing	of	local	humanitarian	aid	worker	Saw	O	Moo	by	the	Tatmadaw.	Saw	O	Moo’s	death	was	widely	criticized	by	both	local	and	international	aid	organizations	and	was	seen	as	a	gross	violation	of	the	NCA	Code	of	Conduct	and	International	Human	Rights	law.	In	October	of	2018,	the	KNU	announced	its	temporary	suspension	from	peace	process	negotiations	amid	dissatisfaction	over	recent	high-level	talks	between	the	government,	Tatmadaw	and	signatories	of	the	Nationwide	Ceasefire	Agreement	(NCA).	They	made	their	position	official	on	January	3rd	of	2019	stating	that	they	believed	the	talks	no	longer	focused	on	the	principles	of	equality,	self-determination,	democracy	and	federalism	or	implementing	the	issues	agreed	to	in	the	NCA.	While	they	have	agreed	to	continue	to	try	and	find	a	solution	through	informal	meetings	with	the	Myanmar	government	and	military	officials,	the	formal	withdrawal	from	the	process	is	highly	problematic.	As	Choudhury	
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noted	back	in	June	of	2018,	“The	KNU	is	the	most	powerful	and	influential	of	all	NCA	signatories,	and	therefore	a	crucial	dialogue	partner	for	Naypyitaw.	A	fallout	with	the	group	would	reverse	all	positive	gains	painstakingly	accrued	over	the	past	five	years	in	this	sensitive	ethnic	state	and	more	importantly,	damage	the	NCA’s	credibility	as	an	instrument	of	reconciliation”	(2018:2).		 It	is	against	this	background	that	I	place	my	suggestions	for	future	research.	As	the	protracted	nature	of	the	conflict	in	Myanmar	continues	to	preclude	a	substantial	or	sustained	voluntary	repatriation	effort,	anthropology	will	have	a	role	to	play	in	understanding	how	to	best	implement	a	solution	that	is	both	human-centered	and	effective.	As	anthropology	has	become	more	politically	engaged31,	there	is	a	wider	body	of	literature	to	pull	from	in	which	to	understand	best	practices	of	policy	implementation.	Additionally,	the	growth	of	virtual	and	digital	anthropology	have	transformed	cyberspace	into	a	field	site	where	one	can	observe	how	national	and	transnational	communities	connect,	organize	and	shape	social	narratives.	Within	this	context,	the	research	contained	in	this	dissertation	would	be	best	built	upon	by	asking	questions	such	as:	“How	is	political	will	generated	in	Thailand	in	the	context	of	offering	protection	for	refugees?”	or	“How	are	public	perceptions	shaped	in	Thailand	by	the	discourse	surrounding	refugees	and	migrants	from	Myanmar?”	and	“How	do	policies	towards	refugees	in	Thailand	impact	local	integration	as	a	durable	solution	to	protracted	refugee	situations?”			 Only	through	continuous	and	proactive	engagement	will	the	resolution	of	a	protracted	refugee	situation	ever	be	achieved	in	a	way	that	ensures	the	security	and	dignity	
																																																								31	See	Setha	Low	and	Sally	Engle	Merry’s	2010	edited	volume	of	Current	Anthropology	on	‘Engaged	Anthropology:	Diversity	and	Dilemmas’	for	an	excellent	overview	of	the	growing	interest	in	engaged	political	anthropology	
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of	those	who	are	displaced.	By	nature,	protracted	refugee	situations	fall	to	the	wayside,	to	the	back	burners	of	international	consciousness	while	our	attention	is	given	to	what	is	directly	in	front	of	us.	Donor	fatigue	and	the	slow	decline	of	public	support	over	decades	can	effectively	create	impossible	choices	for	those	who	are	not	afforded	a	way	to	earn	an	income	in	their	country	of	asylum.	Thus	simply	rejecting	repatriation	is	only	the	first	step	in	asserting	the	agency	that	is	required	to	advocate	for	better	solutions.	Solutions	that	reject	narratives	that	paint	refugees	as	mere	passive	recipients	of	aid,	and	instead	offer	routes	to	self-sufficiency	and	freedom.						
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1.2	Interview	Guide	
	
	C	Perkins	Study	ID:	H17-037-PERC	Dissertation	Title:	A	Life	in	Limbo:	Waiting	for	Repatriation	on	the	Thai-Burma	Border		Skeleton	Interview	Guide-	Sample	Questions		Interview	Questions	concerning	daily	life	and	boredom:	Why	did	you	leave	Burma?	Can	you	tell	me	about	your	journey	to	Mae	La?	How	long	have	you	lived	in	Mae	La	camp?	Can	you	tell	me	about	your	life	here?	Do	you	consider	Mae	La	to	be	your	home?	Why	or	why	not?	Do	you	have	a	job	here?		If	so,	what	do	you	do?		How	much	time	each	day	do	you	spend	working?	How	much	time	each	day	do	you	spend	with	your	family?	How	much	free	time	do	you	have	each	day?	What	do	you	do	in	your	free	time?	Do	you	ever	feel	bored?	Why	or	why	not?	Do	you	feel	that	there	is	too	much	free	time,	not	enough	free	time,	or	just	enough	free	time?	Do	you	feel	like	time	passes	slowly	or	quickly	here?	Why?		Questions	concerning	repatriation	and	migration:	Have	you	heard	any	information	about	possible	repatriation	back	to	Burma?	If	so,	what	have	you	heard?	And	from	whom?	How	do	you	feel	about	this	information?	Do	you	feel	like	the	information	you	receive	is	true?	Why	or	why	not?	Who	are	your	trusted	sources	of	information	in	your	community?	How	do	you	presently	get	information	on	services/assistance?	Do	you	have	family	members	or	friends	that	intend	to	return	to	Burma?	Why	or	Why	not?	Do	you	know	anyone	who	has	returned	to	Burma?	If	so,	what	do	you	know	about	their	return?	Where	did	they	go?	Has	the	return	been	successful?		What	would	you	say	your	willingness	to	return	to	Burma	is	on	a	scale	of	1-3?	(0-	undecided)	0-	undecided	1-	not	willing	at	all	2-	somewhat	willing		3-	very	willing			Do	you	have	any	fears	or	concerns	about	going	back	to	Burma?	Do	you	have	family	members	or	friends	that	have	moved	to	Malaysia	or	another	country?		If	so,	what	do	you	know	about	their	move?	Where	did	they	go?	Has	the	move	been	successful?		Would	you	consider	moving	to	another	country?	0-	undecided	1-	not	willing	at	all	2-	somewhat	willing		3-	very	willing	
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